OHIO PUBLIC WORKS COMMISSION

77 South High Street, Room 1629
Columbus, Chio 43266-0303
(614) 466-0880

APPLICATION FOR FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE

NOTE: Applicant should consult the "Instructions for Completion of Project Application®

for assistance in the proper completion of this form.

APPLICANT NAME City of Cincinnati

STREET 80T Plum Street

CITY/ZIP Cincinnati. 45202
PROJECT NAME Sunset Avenue Rehabilitation
PROJECT TYPE Street rehabilitation
TOTAL COST § 295,000

DISTRICT NUMBER a

COUNTY Hami 1ton

PROJECT LOCATION ZIP CODE 45238

tnis s2cTion 70 be compleied by Distiict Commifites ONLY.

DISTRICT FUNDING RECOMMENDATION

AMOUNT OF REQUEST: ¢ 125,500.00

FUNDING SOURCE (Check Only One):

X State Issue 2 District Allocation

State lssue 2 -Small Government Funds
State Issue 2 Emergency Funds

Local Transportation Improvement Program

|

This section fo be completed by OPWC ONLY:

OPWC PROJECT NUMBER:

OPWC FUNDING AMOUNT: 8




1.0 APPLICANT INFORMATION

1.2

1.3

1.4

CONTACT PERSON
TITLE
STREET

CITY/ZIP
PHONE

FAX -

CHIEF EXECUTIVE
OFFICER

TITLE

STREET

CITY/ZIP
PHONE
FAX

CHIEF FINANCIAL
OFFICER

TITLE

STREET

CITY/ZIP
PHONE
FAX

PROJECT MGR
TITLE
STREET

CITY/ZIP
PHONE
FAX

DIiSTRICT LIAISON
TITLE
STREET

CITY/ZIP
PHONE
FAX

Doug Perry

Senior Engineer

807 PTum Street

Room 435, City Hall

Cincinnati 45202

513 ) __352 3407

) -

Scott Johnson

City Manager

801 PTum Street

Room .152, City Hall

Cincinnati . 45207

213 ) _ 352 - 3241
) -

Frank Dawson

Director of Finance

801 Pium Street

Room 250, City Hall

Cincinnati, Ohio 45202

513 ) 352  -373?
) -

Bob Cordes

Principal Highway Design Engineer

801 Plum Street

Room 435, City Hall

Cincinnati 45702

513 ) 352 - 3409
) -

William Brayshaw

Deputy County Engineer

138 East Court Street

County Administration Building

Cincinnati 45202

513 ) 632 - 8523
) -




2.0 PROJECT SCHEDULE

ESTIMATED ESTIMATED |
START DATE COMPLETE DATE

2.1 ENGR. DESIGN 10 / 1/ 89 4/ /90
2.2 BID PROCESS 4 / 1/ 90 6 / / 90
2.3 CONSTRUCTION 6 / 1 / 90 6 / 1 / 91

3.0 PROJECT INFORMATION

3.1  PROJECT NAME: Sunset Avenue Rehabilitation
3.2 BRIEF PROJECT DESCRIPTION

A. SPECIFIC LOCATION:

Sunset Avenue from Queen City Avenue to Rapid Run Pike .
(see attached map)

B. PROJECT COMPONENTS:

Rehabilitation of existing roadway including repair and replacement
of curb, removal of existing asphalt surface, base and joint repairs,
inlet and connection pipe repairs, casting adjustments and resurfacing
with a minimum of 2 inches of asphaltic concrete.

O

PHYSICAL DIMENS!ONS,’CHARACTEE!ST!CS:
Roadway is 4 lanes, 50 feet wide and 3900 feet in length.

D. DESIGN SERVICE CAPACITY:

3.3 REQUIRED SUPPORTING DOCUMENTATION

Attach Pages.



4.0 PROJECT FINANCIAL INFORMATION

4,7 PROJECT ESTIMATED COSTS (Round to Nearest Dollan:

a) Project Engineering Costs:

1. Preliminary Engineering $ 2,000
2. Final Design S 5,000
3. Construction Supervision $ 12,000
o) Acquisition Expenses
1. lLand § -
2. Right-of-Way S - -
c) Construction Costs $__ 251,000
d)  Equipment Costs $
@)  Other Direct Expenses S
f) Contingencies $___:25.000
)] TOTAL ESTIMATED COSTS $__ 295,000
42 TOTAL PORTION OF PROJECT ,
REPAIR/REPLACEMENT § 295,800
4.3 TOTAL PORTION OF PROJECT
NEW/EXPANSION S -

4.4 PRCJECT FINANCIAL RESOURCES (Round to Nearest Dollar and Percent)

Dollars %

a) Llocal In-Kind Contributions S
D) Local Public Revenues §_ 169,500 58
c) Local Private Revenues $
d) Other Public Revenues

1. Siate of Ohio S

2. Federal Programs $ :
e) OPWC Funds $ 125,500 42

S 295,000 100

13, TOTAL FINANCIAL RESOURCES

4,5 STATUS OF FUNDS

Local Share of the project costs will come
' from Capital Improvement Funds which will be
Attach Documentation. approved as part of the City's 1990 budget.
Capital Funds come from City income tax revenue
and the sale of bonds.

4.6 PREPAID ITEMS

Attach Page.
None )



5.0 APPLICANT CERTIFICATION

The Applicant Ceriifies That:

As the official repiesentaiive of the Appllcant, the undersigned cerifies: that he/fshe Is lsgally empowerad fo represent
the applleant In both requesiing and occepting finonclal asslstance as providad under Chapter 164 of the Ohlo
Ravised Code; that fo the besr of his/her krnowledga and bellef, all representations that are a part of this application
are true and corect; that all officlal documents and commitmenis of the applicant that are a part of this applicaiion
have been duly authorzed by the governing body of the Applicant; and, should the requesied financlal assistance
be provided, that In the execution of this praject, ihe Applicant wil comply with all assurances required by Ohlo law,
including thoss invalving inority business Uiflzatlon, equal employment opportunity, Buy Ohlo, and prevalling woges.

SCOTT JOBNSON , CITY MANAGER
Cerﬁﬁﬂng?re tative (Type Name and Titled

(- 2 N
Signcﬁure/?dfe Signed

Applicant shali circle the oppropriate response fo the.statements.
in my project application, | have included the fallowing:

@ NC Two-year Malntenance of Local Effort Report as required in 164-1-12 of
tha Ohio Administrative Code. -
@ NO- A registered professional enginesr’s estimate of useful lifs as required In 164-1-13 of ths
Ohio AdminisiTafive Code.
@ NO A registered professional enginasr’s esfimafe of cost os reguirad in 164-1-14 and 164-1-16
af the Ohio Administrative Cade,
@ NO Twao (2} coples of a 5year Capital Improvements Repart have been submitted $o my District
integraiing Commiitee as required In 184-1-31 of the Chlo Administrative Code,
@ NG A *status of funds® reporf per sectlon 4.5 of this application,
YES NO @ A copy of the cooperative agreement (for projects invalving more than one subdivision).
YES NO @ Copies of all warants for those ltems Identified as *pre-pald® In sectlon 4.6 of this
applicaiion.

6.0 DISTRICT COMMITTEE CERTIFICATION

The District Integrating Committee for Disirict Number 2 Certifies
That: L . , : D | .

- . As the"official representativa of the Distiict Public Works Integrating Committes, the undersigned hereby certifles: 'that
ihis application for financlal assstance as provided under Chapter 164 of the Ohlo Revised Code has been duly
_ selected by the appropilate bady of the District Publlc Works_Integroting Commiitee; -that the project’s selecilon was
bosed antirely en an objective, District-orlented set of projact svaluation criterla and sslection methodology that are
fully reflectlve of and In confarmance with Ohlo Revised Code Sections 164,05, 164,06, and 164.14, and Chapter 164-
1 of the Ohlo Adminisirailve Cade: and that the amount of financlal assisfance hereby recommeanded has bean
prudently derved In considaration of dll offier financlal resources avaliable to the project, As evidence of the
District‘s due consideration of required project avaluation criterla. the resulfs of this project’s ratings under such ciriterla

are atfachad fo this appllcation.
Donald C. Schramm, Chairperson, Dist. 2 Integrating Committee

Certifying Representative (Type Name and Title)




- QCTOBER 31, 1287

2 YEAR MAINTENANCE OF LOCAL EFFORT REPORT

CINCINNATI CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT BUDGET, 1988

PROJECT NAME

Street
Rehabilitation

Street
Rehabilitation

Southside Avenue
Bridge Replacement

Eggleston Avenue
Improvement

Byridge Investment
FProtection Program

Wall Stabilization &
Landslide Correction

City Sidewalks,
Drives, EtcC.

City Hillside
Stair Renovation

Impact Attenuators

Hopple—Beekman-
Westwsood Northern
Bivd. Intersection

Bridge
Rehabilitation

PROJECT TYPE

Rehabilitation

Rehabilitation

Replacement

Widening &

Channelizing

Rehabilitaticn

Rehabilitation

& Replacement

Replacement

Rehabilitation

& Replacement

Installation

Widening

Rethabilitation

FUMBDING SOURCE

Street Improvement
Bond Fund

Income Tax Perm.
Improvemsnt Fund

Incame Tax Perm.
Improvement Fund

Income Tax Perm.
Improvement Fund

Income Tax Perm.
Improvement Fund

Income Tax Perm.
Improvement Fund

Income Tax Perm.
Improvement Fund

Income Tax FPerm.
improvement Fund

Income Tax Perm.
Improvement Fund

Income Tax Perm.
Improvement Fund

Income Tax Perm.
Improvement Fund

FUNDING AMOUNT

$ 7,750,000

5

]

i

1,850,000

1,426,000

325, 000

125,000

300,000

375,000

50, 000

50,000

100,00C

310,000



OCTOBER 31, 1289

PROJECT MAME

Hopple—-Beekman-
Westwood Northern
Blvd. Intersection

Monastary Street

Guerley Road

Street
Rehabilitation

City Sidewalks,
Drives, Etc.

City Hillside
Stair Rencvation

Kall Stabilization &
Landslide Correction

Belmont
Avenue

Brighton
Connection

Calhoun'
Street

Clifton
Avenue

Elberon
Avenue

2 YEAR MAINTENANCE OF LOCAL EFFORT REPORT

CINCINNATI CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT BUDGET., 1989

PROJECT TYPE

KWidening

Hillside

Stabilization

Widening

Fehabilitation

Replacement

Rehabilitation
& Replacement

Rehabilitation
& Replacement

Widening

Intersection

Improvement

Widening

Realignment

Landslide
Correction

FUNDING SDURCE -

Street Improvement
Bond Fund (from
Issue 1 Funds?

Income Tax Perm.
Improvement Fund

Street Improvement
Bond Fund

Street Improvement
Bond Fund

Street Improvement
BEond Fund

Street Improvement
Bond Fund

Street Improvement
Bond Fund

Income Tax Perm.
Improvement Fund

Income Tax Perm.
Improvement Fund

Strest Improvement
Bond fFund

Street Improvement
Bond Fund

Street Improvement
Bond Fund

FUNDING AMOUNT

£ 315.000

$ 300,000

% S0, 000

$ 1,710,000

4t

200,000

$ 190,000

$ 300,000

S 400,000

& 100,000

% 150,000



Hamilton
Avenue

Maryland
Avenue

Gueen City
Avenue

Rapid Transit Tubes
Under Central Parkway

Stadium/Coliseum
Bridges

Waits
Avenue

Waldveogel
Viaduct

Warsaw/Waldvogel
Ramp

Groesbeck
Road

U.sS. 30/Sixth
Street Exprescway

2 YEAR MAINTENANCE OF LOCAL EFFORT REPQORT

Widening

Landslide

Correction

Widening

Rehabilitation

Rehabilitation

Widening

Rehabilitation

Landslide

Correction

Widening

Rehabilitation

Street Improvement
Bond Fund

Street Improvement
Bond Fund

Street Improvement
Bond Fund

Street Improvement
Bond Fund

Streset Improvement
Bond Fund

Street Impravement
Band Fund

Strest Improvement
Bond Fund

Street Improvement
Bond Fund

Street Improvement
Bond Fund

Street Improvement
Bond Fund

200,000

100,000

700,000

300,000

120,000

. 50,000

200,000

130,000

100,000

100,000



City of Cincinnati

Department of Public Works Room 440, City Hall
Division of Engineering 801 Plum Street
Cincionati, Ohio 45202
George Rowe
Director

Thomas E. Young
City Engineer

October 31, 1989

Subject: Sunset Avenue Rehabilitation
Queen City Avenue to Rapid Run Pike
Certificetion of Useful Life of Issue 2 OPWC Projects

As reqguired by Chapter 164-1-13 of the Ohio Administrative Code,
I hereby certify that the design useful life of the subject
sireet rehabilitation project is at least twenty (20) years.

Tehewmq -
T.E. Y8ung & -E.
City Engineer
(seal) City of EBincinnati

Equal Opportunity Employer



1990 STREEY REHABILITATION, STATE ISSUE #2
Sunset Avenue

ESTIMATED EST. UNIT ESTIMATED
k. ITEM NO. QUANTITIES DESCRIPTION PRICE COST
1 103,039 lump Cantract Bond £2,633.00
2 Special 700 s.y. Part Deoth Pavt. Rep(Conc. Pavt.) s27.00 %24,300.00
3 Special 20 c.y. Maintenance Patching %80.00 £1,600.00
4 Special 100 1.f. Connectign Pipe Cleaned $10.00 %1,000.00
3 20 300 s.v. Rigid Pavi, Removed—-Full Depth $25.00 $12,500.00
b 208 22,200 =.v., Wearing Courze Removed 51.50 £3%4,330.00
7 301 183 ¢.y. Bituminous Aggregrate Base( 9") £83.00 £10,625.00
=] 304 00 c.y. Aggregate Base $25.00 $2,3500.00
2 403 630 c.y. Asphalt Concrete Leveling Course $62.00 £40,300,00
10 404 630 c.y. Asphalt Concrete Surface Course 52,00 540,300.00
11 603 100 1.f. 12" Conduit. Type "H" £30.00 £3,000.00
12 604 17 es. Manhole Adjust to Grade W/0 Ring $175.00 *2,9735.00
3 604 9 ea. Valve Chambers Adjust W/D Ring $175.00 %1,373.008
i &0 10 ea. SGI Adjusted To Grade 220,00 %2,200.00
135 &04 8 ea 5GI Repaired & Adjusted To Grade 240,00 $1.720.00
16 &04 5 ea, DBEI Adjusted To (Brade s250.,00 $1.1330.00
17 604 4 ea. DGI Repaired & Adjusted Tc Brade $249.00 $1.040.0C
18 608 200 s.f. Handicap Ramp 54.00 %800.00
12 &0B 100 s.f. Concrete Walk $4.00 $400, 00
20 &£09 3,000 1.f. Concrete Curb Repair,Type P-4 $156.00 %48, 000.00
21 609 100 1.¥. Concrete Curb .Type S5-1 $13.00 $1,300.00
=t &09 a0 1.¥. Concrete Curb ,Type L-1 $8.00 $400.00
23 &1 1,300 s.f. Lonc. Median & Traffic Island Repair $7.00 $10,300.00
24 bE7 100 =.f. Concrete Driveway $3.00 $300.00
£3 &80 1300 1.¥. Sod Restoration 2,00 ¢2,5600.00
24 1125 3 ea. Reset Ex. Valve Box #W/0 Adjusters 110,00 £330.00
&7 519 iump Field Office %2,000.00

Total Cost $231,000.00
Contingencies $ 25,000.00

Total Cost : $276,000.00

T. E. Young, AT E.
City Engineer
City of Cincinnati




City of Cincinnati

Department of Finance Room 250, City Hall
801 Plum Street
Cincinnati, Ohio 45202

F. A. Dawson
Director

F. X. Wagner
Superintendent

January 22, 1990

Mr. Donald Schramm, P.E., P.S.
Hamilton County Engineer _
700 County Administration Building
138 East Court Street

Cincinnati, Ohio 45202

Attn: Mr. Joseph Hipfel

Re: Status of funds for local share of 1990 State Issue 2 Project

Dear Mr. Hipfel:

This letter is in fellow-up to conversations you have had with the Engineering
Division regarding the status of the City's matching funds for the 1990 State
Issue 2 program,

The local matching share is recommended by the City Manager for funding in the
City's 1990 Capital Improvement Program. The funds are coming from Street
Improvement Bonds which are scheduled for sale on January 31, 1990.

Very truly yours,

e Do

F.A. Dawson
Director of Finance

cc: . Young, Engr.
. Cordes, Engr.
. Perry, Engr.
. Cline, Engr,

o X3

Equal Opportunity Employer
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APPLICATION YEAR: 1990

STATE OF COHIO

INFRASTRUCTURE BOND PROGRAM

DISTRICT 2, HAMILTON COUNTY

FROJECT APPLICATION

Jurisdiction/Agency: CITY OF CINCIMHATE Population (1980): 3a5,000

Froject Titte: STREET REMABILITATION - SUNZIET AVEMUE

Frojzct Identification and Location: SUNZET AVENUE FROM GQUEEN CITY

AVENUE TO RAPID RUN FIKE

b

Type oF Proj=ct:

=habilitation Eg Replace [:I Bettermznt™ [j

rm ons pbox 1T thsre ar
ing replac=d with a 4 ian'

Expianation of Bestterment Elemants of Proizct™:

Road Jﬁj Bridgs E] Fiood Centrol systzm {(Ztormwatzr) []

Uetailed Description of Projsct™™: REHABILITATION OF EXISTING ROADWAY,

4]
L]
m

INCLUDING REFAIR AND REFPLACEMENT OF CURE, REMOVAL OF EXISTING ASFHALT

SURFACE WHERE NEEDEDR, BASE & JOINT REPATIRS, INLET & CONNECTION PIFE

REPFATRS, CASTING ADJUSZTMENTE AND RESURFACING WITH ASPHALTIC CONCRETE.

Typs of Issus 2 Funds; District 2 Eij Smalil Government [:]
Watar/Sawar Rotary [:] Emargency []

" Zze dafinition of Bstterment attachsd.

=® Attach additional shssts if nscessary.



oh infrastructur: within thes jurisdicticen wihich is5 simpiiar Lo
the  infirastructure  of thlf projecit, what percentage can be classifizd
A being poor to ary poor in condition, adsquacy and/for
serviceability.
l'ypical exampiss ars:
Road percentzge=s Miles of recad thet are pcor to very poor
Total mileages of road within jurisdictian
Storm pareentage= Lzngth of storm sewsrs that ars poor to very poor
Total Tength of storm sswar within Jurisdictiorn
Bridgs psrcentagess Number of bridges that ars poor to very poor
Nimbere of Dbridgss within jurisdiciion
RiAD PERCENTAGE = MILES POOGR = 200 = 21.9%
TOTAL MILES 91ib
2. What is the condition of the infrastructurs to be repliaced or
repaired? For bridges, base condition on Tatest gsnsral appraisal and
condition rating.
Closed Fair to poor .)<
Extremaly poor Fair
Foor HGood
iR Give a brief statement of thz nature of the deficiency of the
prasent Tacility such as: dJnadequats ioad capacity {bridgs), =surfacs
typs and width, structurai cond1+1on of surface, substandard: besrm
width, gradess, curves, sight distances, drainags structurss, sanitary
sewsrs, and water mains. List th= ags of the infrastructurs to b=
repatred  or replaced using onz: of tos Tollowing catsgoriss: Jass than
20 y=ars, 20-29 years, 30-39 ye&rs, 40-48 y2ars, 50 years or older
FAVEMENT SHOWE SIGN OF SEVERE WEAR - PAVEMENT FALLURESZ, HEAVED
JOINTSE, SPALLED AND DETERICRATED CURE, INLET FAILUKES, AND GENERAL
DETERIORATION OF EXTESTING RCaADWAY., AGE UF PAVEMENT 1% 25 YEARS (+-).
Page 2



awardzd, j[ow soon (in wesks or inonths)
mant wiih OPWC would the opening of bids

W]
=
G
—t
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[§1]
I
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h 3

the curpe status of the projzct develicpmant by

o tive appreopriate s

) 1 , - . . =
the Ceonsulitant been sslecied?. .. . Ves Mo (ﬁza/
D) Freliminary develiopment or znginsering complsted? Mo N/ A

ted constructicon plans compisted?o. .. ... ... Yag M/A
e e e ek e e Yes o (Hgﬁ;
2) Utility coordination compieied? . . unsnennn Yas N/ A
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dy ATT right-ot-way scquired?,
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-

ims, in weesks or months, to complizts any item above
WITHIN 3 MONTHS OF APPROVAL BY GPRWC, ALL ABUOVE

WORK WILL BE COMPLETED 20 THAT PROGJECTS CAN BE AWARDED InN 1990.

]

Ey  impact  Tths gzneral

“t
i

ntrast

.I‘
sty of 1

U

1=

How will  thz propess

2
health, wzlfTares, and zai

ur
iy
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1]
20
~t
) <
—_iy

(It

T
Lt

a
o)

i+

Ga
& Wherez applicabis, commsent on ths Tollowing:

a) Uverall szafT
i

ty, including accident reduction {(Accident irsecords
should be attach

had, 7F availabies).

b} Emergsncy vehiecle responsz tims (firs, peiics, & madical)

c) Cthepr factors (i.=., fire protsction, h=zalth hazards, stc.)

th

- The additional distance and tims for th

d) Addi Costs
usear a d=tour or an alternats routs

I

Whzn project is compisted, how will it impact adjacent businzsses?

[§1
~—

WILL ASSIsST IN MAINTAINING CURRENT Tax BASE AND ALSC PROVIDE

SATISFACTORY RUGAD WNETWORK FOR FUTURE CEVELOPMENT.

e
i
1]
1l
[F&



[

Are matching funds avaiiaoni=? (0.2, Frderal, Stats, MBF, tocal, ste.
YES

o what extznt of anticipatsd construction cosi?

50%

® ist ths typsz and amount of funds being supplizd by the Tocal
HOENCY . This amount may be from local, Federal, %iats, Municipal Road
Fund ({MR¥F;, or olthar scurces. Explain additional tunding throuah
other  sourcss bsing appltisd Tor or received for thz projzct. &also,

zxptain  any nesd to accumulatz funds for construction st & Tatsr dats.
Compist=s LOCZAL FUNDING SOURCES on Page §.

& Tha lecal agency shall supply a minimum of 10% of the anticipated
construction cost. additionaliy, the local agency shall pay Tor all
costs of enginezring, Jinspection of construction, right of way, and
the bettermant portion of the preject. UComplsts ESTIMATED COST OF
PROJECT, on Pags 4§,

Hzs any formal action by a tedsral, stats, or tocal govsrnmsant ag=ncy
resulted in a partizi bkan or complzte ban of thsz uss or zxpansion of

f
use for the inveolvad infrastruciurs? NO

= are  thzre any roads or strests within the propossd project Timits
that have waight 1Timits (partial ban) or truck restricticns (complsts
ban}? Havz any bridgss had weight Timits imposad on than (paritia]
bary  or  truck prohibitions {compistes ban)? Have the izssuance of new
Buiiaing permits besen Jimitsd (partisl ban) or halted {compistfe banj
bzcause  the existing storm/sanitary seswar or water 5Lppiy system Tn &
particuliar =srz2a 15 inadeguate? Documant wikth spscific inftormation
zxplaining what typs of ban currentiy =axists and ths agszncy that

|
| the ban. NO

~h

What 1is the total number o
resuit o ths propossd proj
hous=holds, raffic counts,

daily users, =tc., and ~quate

s that will ben=efit 2= a

ariate criteria such as
for public tran:

ment of wuz=srs.
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roads  a@nd bridges, mulitiply current documsnted Avsrag= BER]

ic by 1.2 occupants par car (I.T.E. =stimated conversion factor)
determine users per day. Ridzrship figurzs for public transit must

ocumsnted. Where the Tacility currently has any restrictions or
partially cios=d, use documanted ti'affic counts prior to
i . For storm s=wers, sanitary sewers, water lines, and
her retatsed faciliti=zs, multiply ths number of houssholids in the
rvice area by Tour {(4) to detzrmine the approximats numbsr of ussrs
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Mhe applicant nas ondgucksd 3 study of {ts =xisting capital

imprevements  and thein condition. A Tive vy=ar ovsrall fapital

fmprovsmant Pian Jrthat  shail be updated arnnualliy) i3 attached or on

fi?e with the Dizcrict 2 Integrating Commities Tor ths currsnt yv=ar or
a1 bz submittzd by march 31 of the program vear. Tha Plan shall
cl

— l;l

h
—+ l

il
neiud he Tollowi~g!

ay An  inventery of  s=xisting capital dimprovements, dinciuding thsir
cendition,

b} A plan that detalis capital improvements needs during the next five
yealrs aond,

cy A Tist of ths pelitical subdivisicnis pricritiss in addressing
these nzeds.

4]

The attached Form 1 shall be complzit=sd Tor thossz projscts which ar
bzing submittaed for Issus 2 funds.

Is the finfrastructures fo bz 1mp|cv 2d part of a tacili at has
regicnal  significance? {Mumber of jJurisdictioens s=prved, sizse of
Fervics ar=a, irip lengths or Tengths of route, funcitional
claszificaticn;

THIS STREEY Is PART OF THE FEDERAL AID URBAWN SYSTEM ANLD 15

CLASSTFIED A3 A MINGOR ARTERIAL STREET.

e
1)
1
"
o



10 ) ESTIMATED COST GF PROJECT

ACTIVITY

Flanning, Cesign, Enginszsring

Right-Ot-Way/Rsal PFroperty
inspection of Construction
Constructicn and Contingsnciss
Fortion

Bettarmant

4]

Subtotal

Grand Total {(Issue 2 Funds

'n)
L

LOCAL FUNDING SOURCE

¢

Municipal Road Fund {(mMEF)

Fusl

Local Road Taxes
Local EBond or Operating Funds
Misc., Funds {(Epacify)

Fius Locatl

ISsUE 2 FUNDS
{100% Local)

Local)

{(100% Local)
i 125,500
{100% Local)

25,500

Funds)..........

Total Local Funds

% Thase numbars must bes id=ntical

i

hord

Hzhe

e

LOCAL FUNDS
7,000
N/ A
12,000

150,500

N A

169,500

=

495,000

168,500

188,500




CARPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN

LocaL ABILITY TO PAY

AL Previaous Capital Budget For Infrastructure Frojectgi

Budget is based on expenditures oﬂ:?pprcpriatinnsy“ (Circle one)

Funding (in thousends » of TOTAL “ of TOTAL Capital
of dollars) expenditures/ budaet USED FOR
appropriations INFRASTRUCTURE
REPAIR/REPLACEMENT
19846 8,352 1z Z a5 Y
1987 £ 14,983 . ig % 52 “
19688 %_14,019 11 % 53 %
1989 $_2&,903 15 v . 75 Y
lest.)
B. Projected Capital Budget For Infrastructure Frojects#

—

Budget is based on expenditures Dr(EEEropriatiDﬁg)“ {(Circle one)

Funding (in thousands » of TOTAL Y of TOTAL Capital
of dollars) expenditures/ budgest USED FOR
appropriations INFRASTRUCTURE
REPAIR/REPLACEMENT
1990 %_3J2,185 o 14 % BO V
1991 $_ 31,107 17 % 70 “
1992 $_36,124 17 7 B0 V4

#* Use only funds expended or appreopriated for construction CONTRACTS. .

Briefly explain any significent Reduction (104 ar more) in projected
expenditures or appropriations for 1989-92 as compared to actual
expenditures or appropriations for previous years. (It is the intent of

Issue @ to SUPPLEMENT local capital funds, not REFPLACE them.)

Fage 7



Joes  the Jjurisdiction utilize
ources?T {(circle answerl
Local income tax..........

Fermissive license plate fee..........

Bridge and rocad levies....

any of

the following methods

Tax increment finanmcing and/or........ Yes i

capltal i1mprovemsnt bond

Direct user feEes.....04...

Permit fees and fimes.. ...

2.1 AUTHORIZATION

The applicant herazby affirms
project is selected.

ote: Attach with application
"My photographs, reports, plans or
ther available datz on the
roject.

__PFoom 152, CITY HALL

-------------

issues

‘II’. Mo

that local funds will be providad

Bo1 PLUM STREET

SCOTT JOHNSON

funding

if thHics

CINCINMNATI., OHIB 45202

MName

CITY MANAGER

ddress

(913) 3582-3241

Position

hone {kork)

__ CITY OF CINCINNATI

Local Jurisdiction/Agency

Page B8



NOTE THAT THIS FORM IS BEING-OFFERED FOR
APPLYING JURISDICTION/AGENCIES: INFORMATION PURPOSES ONLY. IT WILL BE
: FILLED QUT BY THE SUPPORT STAFF, BASED ON
INFORMATION SUPPLIED ON APPLICATION FORMS.

OHIO'S INFRASTRUCTURE BOND PROGRAM (ISSUE #2)
DISTRICT 2 — HAMILTON COUNTY

1990 PROJECT SELECTION CRITERIA

JURISDICTION/AGENCY: (ity pf Cincinnah
[

PROJECT IDENTIFICATION: CIN- 9025- 2A

SunNseT  Avenue Reha by litechon  Feoas  Queen r_hL/v AVENVE 7D
Raein  Ron  Pike

PROPOSED FUNDING:

45% |sspe 2 55 % LlocAl

ELIGIBLE CATEGORY:

POINTS
10 1. Type of Project
10 points - Bridge, road, storm water.
3 points - A11 other type projects.
10 2. 1If Issue 2 Funds are awarded, how soon after the agreement

with OPWC is completed would bids occur?

10 points - Will be let in 1990
5 points - Likely to be let in 19%0
0 points - Not likely to be let in 1990



o

What is the <condition and/or serviceability of the
infrastructure to be replaced or repaired. For bridges, base
condition on latest general appraisal and condition rating.

10 points - Closed

8 points - Extremely Poor
6 points - Poor

4 points - Fair to Poor

2 points - Fair

0 points - Good

Of the total infrastructure within the jurisdiction which is
similar to the infrastructure of this project, what portion
can be classified as being in poor to very poor in condition,
and/or inadequate in service.

10 points - 50% and over
8 points - 40% and over
6 points - 30% and over
4 points - 20% and over
2 points - 10% and over

How important is the project to the health, welfare and
safety of the public and the citizens of the district and/or
the service area?

10 points - Significant importance
8 points -

6 points - Moderate importance

4 points -

2 points - Minimal importance

What is the overall economic health of the jurisdiction?

i¢ 20 points - Poor
“ »g points - -

2 points - Fair
4 8 points -
7 & points - Excellent

Are matching funds for this project available? (i.e.,
Federal, State, MRF, Local, etc.). To what extent of
estimated construction cost? ‘

10 points - More than 50%
8 points - 40-50% and over
6 points - 30-49% and over
4 points - 20-29% and over
2 points - 10-15% and over



g;7 8. Has any formal action by a Federal, State or local
governmental agency resulted in a partial or complete ban of
the use or expansion of use for the involved infrastructure?
This includes reduced weight limits on bridges.

10 points -~ Complete ban
5 points - Partial ban
B 0 points - No action

,5 9. What is the total number of existing users that will benefit
as a result of the proposed project. Use appropriate
criteria such as households, traffic count, public transit,
daily users, etc. and equate to an egqual measurement of

persons.

5 points - Over 10,000

4 points - Over 7,500 to 9,933 *
3 points - Over 5,000 to 7,499

2 points - Over 2,500 to 4,999

1 points - Under 2,448

._3 10. Does the infrastructure have regional impact? (May consider
size of service area, trip length or total length of route,
number of jurisdictions, functional classification, etc.)

5 points - Major impact

4 points -

3 points - Moderate impact
2 points -

1

points - Minimal impact

e TOTAL POINTS

ey 2 - S/ Ctgae ////Z/éf

Reviewer Names - Date



